in production of additional separated civil plutonium, would be the qu practical means of disposition for excess weapons plutonium if the co international agreements required could be achieved, but that is very mu open question. More than 100 tons of weapons plutonium could in princi processed in this way over the next decade, and over a longer period the mulated excess of civilian plutonium could be consumed as well. The scale international transport of separated weapons-grade plutonium requi this option would be controversial and would raise risks of theft. The si required to compensate the various parties is difficult to estimate, but mi comparable to the other LWR options.
Advantages: Potentially quick; moderate cost; meets the spent fuel dard; does not lead to significant net expansion in global handling of sep plutonium; could potentially eliminate both the excess weapons plutoniu the projected excess civilian plutonium.
Disadvantages: Complex international agreements required; reachin essary agreements could involve major delays; large-scale international nium shipments required; could reinforce programs for the use of sep plutonium that might otherwise be canceled or scaled back.
Conclusion: Substituting weapons plutonium for civilian plutoni planned plutonium fuel programs, with an associated delay in product additional separated civilian plutonium, is a possibility for long-term plut disposition, but is less attractive than the reactor alternatives p^ discussed.
Major Outstanding Issues: In this case, the only technical issues are in the initial stages (including processing pits to oxide and providing ad security for the international plutonium transport) and some relatively reactor and fuel fabrication issues related to the shift from reactor-gr weapons-grade plutonium.
The institutional issues include:
•   the acceptability of the option to the various parties, including th Russia, the United States, France, Britain, Germany, and Japan, others;
•   the specifics of arrangements for deferral of reprocessing and mere* spent fuel storage;
•   the specifics of the international arrangements for the large-scale tran; tion of plutonium required, and means to address public acceptance ( transport;
•   arrangements for safeguards and security throughout the process, inc the initial transport;
•  financial compensation, both for the parties providing the plutonium ; the parties whose existing plans would be disrupted; andessing would reduce the radioactivity of the fuel when it was eventually processed.
